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Moon  Worship  on  the  Nile 

Within  a  few  hours  after  the  Soviet  satellite  flashed  over  the  Nile, 
the  Cairo  propaganda  apparatus  launched  a  fusillade  of  anti-American 
missiles  across  Arabian  skies. 

An  exultant  Cairo  radio  proclaimed  that  President  Nasser’s  policy 
of  neutralism  had  been  vindicated,  that  imperialism  had  been  van¬ 
quished  and  that  “beep  .  . .  beep  .  .  .  beep  .  .  was  the  earth  satellite 
“transmitting  signals  of  neutrality  and  peace  to  the  world.” 

The  Cairo  radio  was  frenetic. 

On  Saturday,  Oct.  5,  at  6:20  P.M.  the  broadcast  began: 

“Tell  me,  Dulles,  and  answer  me,  aggressor,  tell  me  how  you  feel 
and  what  fear  is  now  in  your  heart.  Tell  me,  you  enemy  of  mankind 
and  enemy  of  freedom  and  peace,  tell  me  how  you  feel  now.  Where  is 
your  sixth  fleet?  .  .  . 

The  delirious  tirade  continued  by  the  hour. 

“Dulles,  we  are  kinder  than  you  are,”  said  Cairo.  “We  do  not  want 
the  obliteration  of  America.  There  are  human  beings  in^  America 
like  us.  We  only  want  to  remove  the  imperialist  spirit  dominating  you 
and  American  policy.  We  only  want  to  exterminate  the  Zionist  force 
which  is  trying  to  remain  in  our  homeland  to  exterminate  our  liberation 
and  our  Arab  nationalism.” 

There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Soviet  Union  has  won  a  devastating 
propaganda  victory  in  the  Near  East.  Coming  soon  after  King  Saud 
travelled  the  road  to  Damascus  and  undermined  U.  S.  efforts  to  isolate 
Syria,  it  will  consolidate  the  Cairo-Damascus  axis,  raise  Nasser’s 
prestige,  enhance  the  doctrine  of  neutralism,  by  which  Moscow  en¬ 
feebles  and  paralyzes  resistance  to  Communist  domination. 

Democracy  and  freedom  had  little  meaning  for  peoples  who  have 
long  lived  in  totalitarian  feudalism.  If  the  U.  S.  had  supiiorters  in 
the  Arab  countries,  it  was  because  underdeveloped  countries  respect 
and  admire  scientific  proficiency.  American  “know-how”  —  not  the 
“four  freedoms”  —  had  magnetic  appeal.  But  now,  overnight,  American 
technical  skill  has  been  eclipsed  by  a  Moscow-made  moon. 

The  free  world  will  not  find  it  easy  to  recover  its  prestige  in  the 
Near  East.  And  it  may  take  more  than  spectacular  discovery  or  feat. 

There  are  people  in  the  Near  East  who  do  understand  democracy 
and  who  are  not  hypnotized  by  skill  or  intimidated  by  might.  In 
Jerusalem,  Oct.  6,  the  Israel  radio,  quoting  the  newspaper  Davar,  noted 
that  there  had  been  two  kinds  of  development  in  the  Communist  bloc 
in  the  previous  48  hours:  the  launching  of  the  earth  satellite  and 
the  demonstrations  in  Warsaw  and  the  Djilas  trial.  The  first  showed 
a  new  record  of  mankind’s  struggle  against  the  forces  of  nature  and 
the  second  demonstrated  man’s  heroism  in  the  struggle  against  a 
regime  centered  in  the  hands  of  a  few. 

There  are  others  in  the  Near  East  who,  like  the  authors  of  that 
radio  broadcast,  are  more  interested  in  the  liberation  of  the  human 
spirit  than  the  conquest  of  empty  space.  The  time  has  come  to 
seek  allies  on  the  basis  of  conviction  and  identity  of  purpose  and 
to  leave  the  Nasser  moon-worshippers  to  the  Russians. 


Danger 

East-Weet  tension  over  the  Middle 
East  headed  for  a  new  climax  when 
Communist  Chief  Nikita  S.  Khrushchev 
categorically  charged  that  Secretary  of 
State  Dulles  had  sent  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  of  State  Henderson  to  the 
Middle  East  to  incite  Jordan  and  Iraq 
and  then  to  bring  pressure  on  Turkey 
to  attack  Syria. 

In  an  interview  with  New  York 
Timee  correspondent  James  Reston  on 
Oct.  7,  Khrushchev  warned  that  Mos¬ 
cow  would  intervene  if  war  broke  out, 
declaring  that  Turkey  would  not  last 
a  single  day.  Khrushchev  brazenly 
suggested  that  the  U.  S.  Senate  should 
investigate  Dulles’  instructions. 

[Khrushchev  didn’t  mention  Israel, 
but  the  Moscow  radio  made  good  the 
omission  that  same  night.  It  em¬ 
broidered  the  charge  for  the  benefit 
of  Arab  ears  by  claiming  that  Israel 
was  involved  in  the  U.  S.-Turkish 
anti-Syrian  preparations.] 

On  Oct.  10,  the  U.  S.  Department 
of  State  formally  branded  Khrusch- 
chev’s  charges  as  completely  un¬ 
founded”  and  an  ’’absurdity”  and  at 
the  same  time  declared  that  Khnuh- 
ehev  ’’should  be  under  no  illusions  that 
the  U.  S.,  Turkey’s  friend  and  ally, 
takes  lightly  its  obligations”  under 
NATO  and  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine. 

”Mr.  Khrushchev  himself  is  reported 
to  have  observed  that  it  is  dangerous 
in  these  times  to  assume  that  hostili¬ 
ties,  once  begun,  will  remain  confined 
to  a  particular  locality.  The  truth 
should  be  prayerfully  and  constantly 
contemplate  by  every  responsible  offi¬ 
cial  of  every  country.” 

Meanwhile,  shots  have  been  fired  on 
the  ’Turkish-Syrian  frontier.  The  two 
governments  have  traded  charges  of 
troop  concentrations  and  provocative 
acts. 

These  verbal  and  ballistic  exchanges 
could  be  grim  portents  of  general  war. 
Or  the  USSR  may  be  engaged  in  an¬ 
other  great  propaganda  gambit  by 
sounding  the  alarm  and  later  claiming 
credit  that  it  averted  a  war. 

{Continued  on  page  40) 
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ANALYSIS:! 


Analysis  of  the  American  press  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  Communist  coup 
in  Syria  (and  before  the  Soviet  satel¬ 
lite)  shows  that,  most  editors  believe 
that  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine  is  not 
adequate  and  that  our  Government 
must  adopt  stronger  policies  to  counter 
Communism  in  the  Middle  East. 

A  survey  of  editorials  in  leading 
newspapers  reveals  that: 

Most  editors  favor  a  strong  line  to 
isolate  Syria. 

While  some  believe  that  the  arms 
airlift  to  Jordan  was  necessary,  many 
have  misgivings  about  its  wisdom  and 
some  are  strongly  opposed. 

There  is  some  sentiment  for  ex¬ 
panded  economic  aid  in  the  region. 

Few  advocate  renewed  courtship  of 
Syria  or  Egypt  and  few  believe  that 
the  time  has  come  to  negrotiate  with 
the  Russians  in  the  Middle  East. 


The  Appeal  for  Firmness 

The  WoMhington  Post  describes  the 
Syrian  coup  as  “a  massive  defeat  for 
the  U.  S.  and  its  allies”  and  a  “demon¬ 
stration”  of  the  “inadequacy”  rather 
than  a  “failure”  of  the  Eisenhower 
Doctrine  (Aug.  22).  It  urges  the 
Administration  to  “come  forward  with 
some  applicable  plans  beyond  mere  su¬ 
pine  resignation.”  Later  (Sept.  11)  the 
Post  warns  that  “the  one  thing  this 
country  ought  to  avoid  is  creating  the 
impression  that  pacifism  has  made  it 
the  prisoner  of  Soviet  threats.” 


The  Washington  Star  believes  that 
“the  U.  S.  must  say  what  it  means 
and  mean  what  it  says ...  If  we  do  not 
make  our  intentions  clear  to  all  con¬ 
cerned,  the  whole  Middle  East  will 
probably  come  tumbling  down.”  (Sept. 
8) 


The  New  York  Herald  Tribune  warns 
that  “Watchful  waiting  in  Washington 
will  not  be  enough  . . .  the  U.  S. . . .  does 
have  to  provide  the  requisite  measure 
of  decisiveness  and  leadership.  And 
so  far  these  qualities  have  not  been 
forthcoming.”  (Aug.  22) 


The  New  York  Post  terms  the  Syrian 
coup  “the  latest  of  a  long  line  of  re¬ 
buffs  Dulles  has  suffered.”  The  1962 
policy  shift  produced  “an  almost  un¬ 
mitigated  set  of  disasters,”  because, 
when  the  Administration  hinted  to  the 
Arab  world  that  things  would  be  dif. 
ferent,  “many  Arab  potentates  con¬ 
cluded  there  were  no  limits  to  the 
price  we  would  pay  for  their  favors. . .” 
The  Post  criticizes  “excessive  emphasis 
on  military  formations  in  a  region 
where  the  elementary  fact  of  existence 
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The  American  Press  on 


is  mass  poverty  and  squalor.”  It  sug¬ 
gests  that  it  takes  more  to  build  “a 
democratic  citadel  .  .  .  than  obsequious 
deference  to  Arab  potentates  who  have 
no  real  identification  with  the  longings 
of  the  people”  and  that  “Washington 
erred  badly  when  it  led  many  Arab 
chieftains  to  believe  that  we  no  longer 
had  any  special  ties  of  sentiment  or 
strategry  with  Israel.”  (Aug.  21) 


The  Richmond  Times  Dispatch  thinks 
we  have  been  “outgniessed”  in  Syria 
and  “we’d  better  be  thinking  fast  about 
means  of  handling  the  dangerous  situ¬ 
ation  that  has  arisen  there.”  (Aug.  27) 


The  Detroit  News  says  that  the 
Eisenhower  Doctrine  came  years  too 
late  to  rescue  Syrian  polities  from  its 
own  “schizophrenia.”  (Aug.  26) 


The  Philadelphia  Inquirer:  “The  real 
lesson  of  Syria  is  that  the  Eisenhower 
Doctrine  is  not  tailored  to  deal  with 
infiltration  and  subversion . . .  the  time 
to  meet  these  perils  is  now  by  reorgan¬ 
izing  our  Middle  Eastern  policies.” 
(Sept.  3.) 


and  not  UN  weakness  we  should  de¬ 
pend  upon.”  (Sept.  20) 


Worcester  Telegram:  “If  anything 
will  stop  the  Syrian  crisis  from  blowing 
up  into  war,  it  is  a  strong  stand  by  the 
U.  S.,  and  President  Eisenhower  has 
taken  such  a  stand.”  (Sept.  9) 


Some  papers  would  prefer  less  ac¬ 
tion. 

Thus,  the  widely  circulated  New  York 
News  thinks  “there  is  no  occasion  for 
our  entering  into  the  mess  with  anns.” 
(Aug.  20)  The  News  feels  the  West 
should  act  on  the  assumption  that  the 
Kremlin  is  pre-stocking  advance  bases 
of  its  own  and  “let’s  not  be  kidded  off 
the  bases  by  Communist  lies  about 
Moscow’s  peaceful  intentions.”  (Sept 
26)  “A  long  yak.fest  in  the  UN  might 
do  more  harm  than  good  -  irritate 
Syria,  for  instance,  into  snuggling  still 
closer  to  the  Kremlin — while  slick, 
quiet  offstage  diplomatic  maneuver- 
ings  might  accomplish  a  gn^eat  deal.” 
(Sept  27) 
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No  on  the  Jordan  Airlift 


The  Dallas  Morning  News  says  that 
if  Washington  has  a  definite  plan,  news 
dispatches  do  not  reveal  it  .  .  .  “We 
should  have  one  and  the  public  should 
know  it  .  .  .  Russia  should  know  it,  too. 
The  world  should  know  it’”  (Aug.  26) 


The  Buffalo  Evening  News  says  that 
nobody  knows  what  “near  magic  form¬ 
ula  is  required”  and  calls  for  a  combin¬ 
ation  of  “judicious  display  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  power  in  that  area  of  the  world; 
cautious  diplomacy  in  a  display  of  quiet 
confidence;  more  military  groods  to 
friendly  states;  a  counter  demonstra¬ 
tion  of  propaganda  and  activity  with¬ 
in  the  U.  N.”  (Sept  12) 


The  New  York  World  Telegram  and 
other  Seripps  Howard  newspapers: 
“The  off.again-on-again  tone  of  Ameri¬ 
can  policy  statements  on  Syria  has  had 
the  world  guessing  for  nearly  a  month 
. . .  Mr.  Dulles  can  only  blame  himself 
if  he  finds  his  own  people  and  his  allies 
bewildered  . . .  Diplomacy  by  public 
statement  is  at  best  hazardous  . . .  U.  S. 
statements  must  exude  confidence  and 
understanding.”  (Sept  20) 


The  Chattanooga  News-Free  Press 
thinks  that  Secretary  Dulles  was  real¬ 
istic  in  outlining  the  threat  to  Turkey 
but  unrealistic  in  calling  for  UN  ac¬ 
tion:  “The  only  real  deterrent  to  Com¬ 
munist  aggrression  is  Red  knowledge 
that  the  U.  S.  has  the  power  to  destroy 
Soviet  Russia.  It  is  that  strength 


The  Administration’s  airlift  of  arms  i 
to  Jordan  is  not  very  popular.  I 

“Piling  American  weapons  into  the  I 
area  may  have  the  desired  effect  of 
making  the  Syrians  think  twice  before 
starting  anything,”  says  the  Chicago 
Daily  News,  “but  as  a  long-term  policy, 
the  build-up  of  war  weapons  ...  is  play¬ 
ing  with  fire  on  a  grand  scale ...  ] 

there  ought  to  be  some  better  way  of  M 
conducting  U.  S.  diplomacy  in  the  Mid-  i 
die  East  than  to  put  ourselves  at  the  $ 
mercy  of  every  desert  chieftain  who  .t 
wants  to  play  with  his  new  military  i 
toys.”  (Sept.  10)  | 

The  Christian  Science  Monitor  says:  I 
“The  decision  to  match  seems  unavoid-  I 

able”  although  “not  at  all  a  pleasing  | 
development.”  It  urged  “every  possible 
effort  to  assure  that  the  weapons  are  | 
not  used  on  the  borders  of  Israel.”  i 

(Sept.  9)  I 


The  Detroit  News  complains  that  Jor-  j 
dan  gives  nothing  in  return  for  a  $30  j 
million  American  subsidy  “while  ' 

fiercely  proclaiming  her  right  to  in. 
dependence  at  our  expense.”  Unless  j 

Jordan  is  receptive  to  stationing  U.  S.  J 
troops  there,  the  arms  shipment  has  \ 
“only  the  look  of  another  costly,  futile  i 
gesture.”  (Sept.  11) 


The  Dee  Moines  Register  thinks  it 
may  be  necessary  but  it  isn’t  good  “be¬ 
cause  the  region  is  so  shot  full  of  hates 
and  recklessness  .  .  .  The  arms  we  ship 


38 


.  .  .  could  turn  up  on  the  other  side 
without  a  btow  across  a  frontier." 
(Sept.  7) 


"However  necessary  these  arms  are, 
thev  are  dangerous  in  this  sort  of  im¬ 
broglio  and  careful  watch  will  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  see  that  they  are  not  mis¬ 
used  . . ."  says  the  Waahington  Poat. 
(Sept  11) 


The  Richmond  Timea  Diapatek  fears 
that  the  State  Department’s  moves 
"may  intensify  a  feverish  arms  race 
certain  to  worsen  rather  than  relieve 
Middle  East  tensions."  Israel  may  find 
herself  faced  by  a  "trigger-happy  ring 
of  Moslems  who  care  little  for  Moscow 
or  Washington,  but  who  could  be  welded 
together  by  a  common  hate..."  The 
paper  asks  "Is  this  gamble  necessary?” 


Arms  for  Urool 

Although  the  Israel  Government  has 
made  no  request  for  arms  from  the 
U.  S.,  the  New  York  Journal  American 
and  other  Hearat  newspapers  think 
that  "Israel’s  security  should  be  pro¬ 
tected  and  its  strength,  if  necessary, 
reinforced  as  a  fundamental  part  of 
whatever  decisions  are  taken ...  In 
fact,  now  that  Russia  has  given  three 
submarines  to  Egypt,  and  is  deliver¬ 
ing  two  to  Syria,  this  would  be  a  good 
time  to  supply  Israel  with  some  anti¬ 
submarine  weapons."  (Aug.  21) 


And  the  LouaivUle  Courier  Journal 
thinks  that  "Arab  disunity  and  Israel’s 
military  might  are  the  present  guar¬ 
antees  against  anything  more  than 
further  Communist  attempts  at  the 
same  kind  of  ’peaceful’  infiltration  to 
which  Syria  has  fallen  prey."  The  news¬ 
paper  believes  that  “the  U.  S.  and  her 
allies  are  almost  certain  to  match  the 
Soviet  program  with  greater  aid  to 
Turkey,  the  Baghdad  Pact  countries, 
particularly  Iraq,  and  to  Israel."  (Aug. 
21) 


Nagoriat* 

The  Chicago  Suw-Timea  believes  that 
"U.  S.  policy  should  go  further  than 
mere  shipment  of  arms.”  (Sept.  12)  "It 
could  well  put  Russia  on  the  diplo¬ 
matic  defensive  by  proposing  negoti¬ 
ation  and  knock  the  props  from  under 
Russia’s  propaganda  ^at  it  is  the  U.  S. 
that  is  threatening  Syria  and  Arab 
nationalism."  (Sept.  12) 

But  few  papers  support  any  negoti¬ 
ations  with  the  Russians. 

“Russia’s  new  proposal  for  a  pledge 
of  non-interference  in  the  Middle  East 
reflects  the  magnanimity  of  the  thief 
who  has  just  stolen  the  chickens,"  says 
the  Waakington  Poat.  (Sept.  6) 


Debate  Over  Nasser 

The  Indianapolia  Star  attributes  diffi¬ 
culties  in  the  region  to  the  mutual  fears 
of  Arabs  and  Israelis  and  it  urges  the 
U.  S.  and  the  U.  K.  to  guarantee  both 


sides  against  attack.  (Aug.  21)  The 
paper  believes  that  the  U.  S.  has  blund¬ 
er^,  that  Egypt  is  really  the  key,  and 
the  U.  S.  has  virtually  invited  the 
Soviets  into  the  Middle  East  by  refus¬ 
ing  to  help  Egypt  and  Syria.  The  Star 
wants  us  to  offer  limited  arms  supply 
and  limited  economic  assistance  and 
whatever  technical  assistance  Syria 
needs,  and  since  it  might  be  useless 
to  make  such  an  offer  to  Syria,  it  sug. 
gests  that  the  offer  be  made  to  the 
Arab  League  in  Cairo.  The  U.  S.  is 
urged  to  free  blocked  Egyptian  funds, 
revive  the  Aswan  Dam  plan  and  en¬ 
trust  the  Arab  League  with  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  Eisenhower  aid  funds 
for  economic  and  social  improvement. 


It  should  be  emphasized  that  most 
of  the  editorials  were  written  at  a 
time  when  most  Amerieaps  believed 
that  Syria’s  neighbors  were  truly 
alarmed  by  the  Communist  coup  in 
that  country,  and  agreed  with  the 
U.  S.  appraisal.  These  hopes  have 
now  failed  to  materialize.  The  Arab 
states,  dominated  by  Saud  and  daz¬ 
zled  by  Sputnik,  are  abandoning 
what  few  commitments  to  the  U.  S. 
they  had.  There  are  now  mounting 
demands  that  the  U.  S.  make  it  al^ 
solutely  clear  to  the  Soviet  Union 
and  its  Arab  allies  that  the  U.  S. 
will  resist  aggression  without  quali¬ 
fication  and  compromise. 


The  San  Franeiaeo  Chronicle  thought 
that  Secretary  Dulles  should  weigh  the 
possibility  of  a  conference  with  King 
Saud  and  President  Nasser  to  consider 
ways  to  preserve  Arab  nationalism 
against  further  Soviet  aggnression. 
(Sept.  9) 


But  such  courtship  of  Egypt  and 
Syria  finds  few  advocates. 

Thus  the  Waakington  Poat  said,  “One 
possibility  that  events  seems  to  have 
shattered  is  that  Col.  Nasser  would 
use  his  influence  to  counter  Communist 
domination  of  Syria. . . .”  (Sept.  11) 


And  other  newspapers  trace  the  pres¬ 
ent  crisis  back  to  Nasser. 

The  New  York  Timea  regards  the 
Syrian  development  "as  a  logical  con¬ 
sequence  of  prior  events  in  Egypt”  and 
re^ls  that  it  was  Nasser  "who  per¬ 
mitted  the  Soviets  to  bait  him  with 
Soviet  arms  into  building  the  anti- 
Western  Moscow-Damascus-Cairo  axis 
that  led  to  the  seizure  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  the  British-French-Israel  mili¬ 
tary  intervention,  the  Egyptian-Syrian 
Communist  plot  against  Jordan,  the 
little  anti-British  war  in  Oman  and  the 
intensified  Arab  support  for  the  anti- 
French  revolt  in  Algeria.”  (Aug.  26) 


The  New  Bedford  Standard  Timea 
observes:  "Nasser’s  power  would  have 
ended  last  November  had  not  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  Administration  come  to  his  res¬ 
cue  . . .  saving  Nasser  from  certain  mil¬ 
itary  defeat..."  (Sept.  10) 


The  New  York  Mirror  and  other 
Hearat  newspapers  charge  that  "our 
diplomacy  has  l^n  inordinately  stupid 
attempting  to  win  over  Nasser  from 
Russia."  (Aug.  20)  "The  assumption 
among  the  great  minds  was  that  if 
Israel  was  not  permitted  to  buy  arms 
in  the  U.  S.,  Nasser  would  become  a 
good  boy  all  of  a  sudden.  He  never 
did  become  a  good  boy."  (Sep^  10) 


Economic  Aid 

But  would  Syria  accept  American 
economic  aid? 

The  Chriatian  Science  Monitor  edi¬ 
torial  on  Aug.  22  recalle  that  "more 
than  five  years  ago,  the  Syrian  govern¬ 
ment  dominated  by  semi-feudal  land 
owners  and  other  special  interest  finan¬ 
cial  groups,  rejected  technical  assistance 
or  Point  4  when  it  was  offered  from  the 
U.  S.  lest  their  form  of  capitalism  be 
affected.  Had  a  broader  base  for  pros¬ 
perity  been  laid,  as  in  not  distant  Iran, 
there  would  have  been  leas  leverage  for 
leftism." 


Nevertheless,  there  is  substantia] 
editorial  sentiment  in  favor  of  an  im¬ 
aginative  development  program  in  the 
Middle  East. 

The  Waakington  Poat  commends  the 
proposal  published  by  the  Public 
Affairs  Institute  in  Washington  calling 
for  the  establishment  of  a  billion  dollar 
Middle  East  Regional  Resources  De¬ 
velopment  Agency  to  be  financed  by 
oil  royalties,  oil  profits,  contributions 
from  recipient  member  nations  and  a 
|450  million  capital  fond  subscribed 
by  the  U.  S.  “Only  in  some  such  mam¬ 
moth  diversion  can  the  free  world  ex¬ 
pect  to  build  a  constructive  off-set  to 
the  Soviet  appeal.”  (Oct.  4) 


The  Saudi  Arabian  Blow 

Much  of  the  nation’s  press  had  ex¬ 
pected  that  Syria’s  Arab  neighbors 
would  stand  with  the  West.  The  Saudi 
Arabian  defection  came  as  a  hard  blow. 

The  New  York  Timea  questions 
whether  Saudi  Arabia  folly  appreciates 
the  danger  of  growing  Soviet  penetra¬ 
tion  and  exposing  the  whole  region  to 
the  same  fate  that  overtook  Czecho¬ 
slovakia.  (Oct.  1) 


The  Providence  Journal  says  that 
Crown  Prince  Faisal’s  comments  after 
meetings  with  President  Eisenhower 
suggest  that  he  listened  with  only  one 
ear  and  that  his  vision  was  clouded 
by  a  virulent  and  scarcely  restrained 
Arab  chauvinism . . .  The  incident  once 
again  has  demonstrated  the  suscepti¬ 
bility  of  the  Saudi  leaders  to  Arab  emo¬ 
tionalism.  And  as  necessary  as  Saudi 
Arabian  cooperation  and  official  friend¬ 
ship  are  to  Western-Mideast  policies, 
it  must  be  recognized  the  policy  is  an¬ 
chored  to  a  pretty  weak  reed."  (Sept. 
26) 
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continued 

Meanwhile  Egrypt  disclosed  on  Oct.  13 
that  she  has  been  landing:  troops  in 
Syria  in  an  obvious  move  to  demon¬ 
strate  Arab  solidarity  and  to  assert 
Nasser’s  supremacy. 

Making  Neutralism  Pay 

Perhaps  Syria  and  Egypt  both  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  U.  S.,  demoralized  by 
Sputnik,  will  now  contritely  come  to 
terms  with  Nasser’s  neutralism.  Dis¬ 
patches  from  Cairo  on  Oct.  9  reported 
that  Nasser  wants  to  temper  the  anti- 
U.  S.  campaign  which  has  mounted  to 
stratospheric  heights.  The  purpose  is 
to  establish  Egypt  as  a  neutral  country 
and  to  restore  trade  relations  with  the 
West.  Evidently,  despite  a  succession 
of  propaganda  victories,  Nasser  has 
begun  to  feel  a  serious  economic  pinch 
since  the  Soviet  Union  has  not  supplied 
E^pt’s  needs. 

Coincidentally,  on  the  same  day,  the 
Chicago  Daily  News  Service  reported 
that  Syria  was  now  eager  to  acquire 
arms  from  us.  Col.  Salah  Bizri, 
brother  of  the  new  pro-Soviet  Syrian 
dictator,  who  purchases  arms  for  Syria, 
declared  that  "anytime  Washing:ton 
wants  to  write  its  name  in  the  place  of 
Moscow  in  the  same  contracts  we  have 
sigrned,  Syria  is  ready.  We  need  you 
both  bidding  against  each  other  to  pro¬ 
tect  our  neutralism.**  Bizri  said  that  if 
the  U.  S.  wanted  to  meet  Russia’s  terms 
Congrress  would  have  to  scrap  the  Mu¬ 
tual  Defense  Act  of  1948.  “We  want 
nothing  mutual;  nothing  cramping  our 
freedom,’’  he  insisted. 

Toys  for  Warriors 

In  contrast  with  the  theatrical  air¬ 
lift  last  month,  another  shipment  of 
American  arms  arrived  in  Jordan,  with¬ 
out  fanfare.  On  Oct.  6  M-47  medium 
tanks  and  six-inch  mortars  were  un¬ 
loaded  at  Aqaba.  Next  day  the  Egyp¬ 
tian  paper  Al-Ahram  sarcastically  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  weapons  are  for  use 
agrainst  "Russia’s  rockets,  satellites  and 
artificial  moons’’.  ...  In  Washing:ton,  it 
is  said  that  no  arms  beyond  the  $10 
million  worth  previously  allocated  are 
contemplated  for  Jordan.  The  much 
criticiz^  gesture  is  stoutly  defended 
on  the  grroiind  that  the  Arab  Legion 
would  have  melted  away  if  King 
Hussein  had  not  provided  his  soldiers 
with  the  new  American  weapons  .  .  . 
Two  days  later  Jordan  seized  a  cache  of 
Czech  arms  and  ammunition  in  the 
Nablus  area,  smuggled  from  Syria, 
and  later  discovered  Communist  weap¬ 
ons  in  refugee  camps. . . .  Now  virtually 
isolated,  Hussein  met  his  cousin,  the 
King  of  Iraq,  on  Oct.  13  and  is  reported 
to  have  appealed  for  financial  aid, 
which  would  reduce  his  dependence  on 
the  U.  S." 

Israel  has  protested  to  the  UN 
against  the  Egyptian  seizure  of  an 
Israel  fishing  vessel  and  crew  in  the 
Mediterranean. 


Debad* 

Arab  support  for  the  Eisenhower 
Doctrine  all  but  vanished  in  seven  days 
of  polemics  aimed  against  the  U.  S. 
by  Arab  delegations,  some  of  whom  the 
U.  S.  had  counted  as  staunch  friends. 
Rejecting  Secretary  of  State  Dulles’ 
alarm  over  the  Communist  penetration 
of  Syria,  a  procession  of  Arab  diplo¬ 
mats  went  to  the  rostrum  at  the  UN 
General  Assembly  in  unified  resistance 
to  any  proposal  to  discuss  Syria’s  poli¬ 
cies  and  in  protest  against  America’s 
own  conduct  in  their  region. 

To  the  pleasure  of  Egyptian  and 
Syi  ian  delegations,  and  to  the  shock  and 
resentment  of  our  own,  the  parade  was 
led  by  Ahmad  Shukairy,  the  Saudi 
Arabian  Minister  of  State,  who  harshly 
chargred  that  “Arab  ties  with  the  West 
are  breaking’’  because  of  the  West’s 
policies. 

Washington  was  so  surprised  by  his 
virulence  that  our  Ambassador  was  re¬ 
quested  to  find  out  whether  this  repre¬ 
sented  the  views  of  King  Saud.  The 
following  day.  President  Eisenhower 
publicly  disclosed  that  the  King  had 
sent  him  a  message  of  “warm  friend¬ 
ship.” 

But  three  days  later,  the  Syrian 
radio  revealed  that  Saud  had  also  sent 
a  message  on  Oct.  7  to  President 
Kuwatly  of  that  country  referring  to 
Shukairy’s  speech  and  thanking  God 
“for  whatever  success  in  action  he  may 
lead  us  into,  including  the  interest  of 
Arabism.”  That  same  night,  the  Cairo 
radio  revealed  that  the  Saudi  Arab¬ 
ian  Embassy  had  issued  a  state¬ 
ment  repudiating  the  Eisenhower  Doc¬ 
trine.  Then  King  Saud  went  to  Leba¬ 
non  where,  it  is  reported,  he  supported 
demands  that  Lebanon  water  down  the 
March  16  statement  in  which  Lebanon 
accepted  the  Doctrine. 

It  is  now  clear  that  the  U.  S.  placed 
excessive  reliance  on  Saud  and  ig:nored 
the  fact  that  throughout  this  period  he 
has  publicly  reaffirmed  his  belief  in 
Nasser’s  doctrine  of  positive  neutralism. 

Contrast 

The  Foreigrn  Ministers  of  Israel  and 
Syria  both  participated  in  general  de¬ 
bate  at  the  UN  General  Assembly  on 
Oct.  7.  The  following  morning,  the 
New  York  Timea  carried  an  editorial 
contrasting  the  two  speeches. 

The  Timea  noted  that  Mrs.  Golda 
Meir  had  said  “in  language  we  can 
understand  that  it  is  a  pity  for  the 


Arab  countries  to  spend  close  to  two 
billion  dollars  in  three  years  on  instru¬ 
ments  of  war  and  for  Israel  to  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  look  to  her  own  defense.  She 
said,  and  Americans  can  agree,  that 
what  the  deserts  of  the  Middle  East 
need  is  Vater,  not  bombers’.  She  said, 
and  Americans  can  ag^ree,  that  ‘the  tens 
of  millions  of  its  inhabitants  are  crav. 
ing  for  the  means  to  live  and  not  for 
the  implements  of  death.’  ” 

The  Timea  continued: 

“There  was  no  such  humane  touch  In 
the  speech  delivered  by  Syria’s  Minister 
of  Foreigrn  Affairs,  Salah  El-Din  Bitar. 
We  may  pass  over  Mr.  Bitar’s  debatable 
statement  ‘that  the  Arab  nation  is  one.’ 
There  are  at  least  a  dozen  Arab 
sovereignities  and  never  in  modem  his¬ 
tory  have  they  behaved  as  one.  We 
might  even  pass  over  Mr.  Bitar’s  state¬ 
ment  that  ‘in  the  particular  circum¬ 
stances  in  which  Syria  finds  herself  she 
chose  not  to  take  aid  from  any  one 
nation.’  We  know  from  what  nation 
she  has  recently  been  taking  largre 
amounts  of  military  aid.  But  Mr.  Bitar 
wins  no  favor  in  this  part  of  the  world 
when  he  misrepresents  the  situation  in 
Palestine,  when  he  links  what  he  calls 
Zionism  with  colonialism,  when  he  re¬ 
peats  the  accusation  that  the  U.  S.  has 
inspired  subversion  inside  Syria  and 
when  he  refers  in  angry  terms  to  the 
movements  of  the  U.  S.  Sixth  Fleet 
‘patrolling  within  sight  of  our  coast.’ 
Nor  does  he  create  confidence  when  he 
asserts  that  Syria  ‘is  resolutely  deter¬ 
mined  not  to  interfere  in  the  internal 
affairs  of  other  countries.’ 

“What  we  have  to  read  between  the 
lines  in  these  two  speeches  is  a  sad  de¬ 
terioration  in  the  Middle  Eastern  situ¬ 
ation.  The  influences  behind  this  de¬ 
terioration  certainly  did  not  arise  out 
of  any  gnreat  martial  prowess  on  the 
part  of  any  Arab  nation,  Eg^t  and 
Syria  included.  If  there  has  b^n  an 
intrusion  into  this  area  it  has  not  been 
in  the  form  of  American  spies  or  Amer¬ 
ican  bribes  or  a  few  warships  off  the 
coast.  We  all  know  whence  the  new 
influence  came.  It  came  from  Moscow. 
It  is  the  power  of  Moscow  that  enables 
Mr.  Salaii  El-Din  Bitar  to  speak  so 
venemously.” 


The  British  complain  that  American 
pilots  flying  for  King  Saud  are  airlift¬ 
ing  Russian  machine  guns  and  rifles 
from  the  Yemen  port  of  Salif  to  tribes¬ 
men  for  use  against  the  British  on  the 
Aden  border. 
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